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Dear David, 

As things Werked eut today, 1 ]«aa a guest, 3ud was ©a TV skr we didn't go cut to 
th© ©ex far the nail until late. I didn't get te leek at it until supper ti»e. The uneasy 
feeling l«ft frasa bud's least irre sponsible appearance ®f which 1 know carries aver te 
parts ef year letter ana what they he token, your problen. 

I'rsai oil that bu*. said ©a© would never knew that anyone else in the verld has. dsn© 
any work ©at politicals: assassinations or the Huy ease ia particular. The reality is that 
is real effort sue. real aceesalishaeat there arc few worthy ef nestle*, vhs have not 
exceeded Sod's off art. Sc has no real aecassplishrssnt, per s© ©r m balsac®. 

The real work w i>* ana I have «.©»©• X an used to net String seatienefc and it doesn't 
bother «t©« I avoided any publicity i& iAsephis, Relieving that it all helangca te Jin, wh© 
deserves and needs it. I set with the press frequently, Bade new press contacts, hut said 
nothing for publication. Ia fact, sy nsss was net sentioaed ®aoe. 

The chsiee -Kras nine. "ebedy suggested this course. It was never discussed. 

However, the cheict= was aet ^in'a in Aub's newest sclf-glerificatisn. The difference 
is a large one. 

I don't really care hew you handle me. Hat personally. hat with «y experiences 
®f the past decade. This is net the real question. What is is the integrity of the work, 
its faithfulaosa te fact and as a guide to the inquirers ef the future s@ne ef when nay 

depend an it. 

Until I have tine t© read your draft, which I nay begin tonight if I clean ether 
things up first, I as United ia the ceanent 1 ess. sake. What I plan te de Is read and nark 
the draft first and then if I have tin© wrete explanations. If I don’t have time, the narks 
should ia ss&st cases at least alert you. 

The kind ef thought that troubles no is your third gr®f, which begins, "First, how 
do 1 write a history ©f this thing a ad safes you the ssajsr seurco?" and concludes "Rwsenber 
the work is intended for histerians and their peculiar appreaeh t® tilings." 

To paraphrase, histary is toe ispertaat te leave te historians. Te explain, first 
they corrupt it and swcerid they in this case have abdicated te tally. Thar® wculd he as 
history ef any ef the paliticel assassinations er ef the secrecy about then all if it 
were left «t© historians. 

Hy c«ae*r» is net what you say or d© net say about jay work, published er fighting 
secrecy, which I can't tell frea yeut title. Either way I bear a special curs® ajasag 
historians whs abdicated, the first t© publish (and publisher sf the Rest) and the only 
one published t® realty da s*uethiag afeeut secrecy. There is ae ether one published wh© has 
begun te de as *tuck about secrecy as Jisi, te cite en example known t® you. And nere has 
bees das® by tw© net (yet) published than any ether who has published. 

This is; ts say that you have sere preblsss than satisfying: professional historians' 
prejudices if you Intend a definitive vsrk. The ®ne prebles you de net have Is bs tisfying 
sc. Unless yen make specific enough reference te what ^ have written but haw net been 
able te publish t© perait tfce legion ef parasites ts filch a ad corrupt it. This X weuld 
eppose. One ef your ether pro bless you can meet by getting Howard Roffssaa's Presueed 
•lull tv . due tills month frsas Parleigh lUckincss, University Press. Yeung as Howard is, I‘ll 
be surprise-': if hi® is not a na&er wsrk. 

I»u else say "If after reading this y© u decide it ought te be published..." That 
is a decision I can neither Bake nor influence. 

Another expression, even is intended as & figure ef speech, also leaves sc uneasy: 



X wish, ts g ive additional veij^it to any statcjasEt, s® that ruatfers will sei, ss.y 
aeisfeorg is the enly brain in the werli, etc." Wall, I don't think w» aai I don't think yea 
sheul<* and I believ« you should set suggest anything lik» it ts year aufeioneo ar the historians 
ef the future. Much of what I A® I is only bae*ua« if I ieu't it wen’ t get »ien«o Jin can 
tell yeu that I have beau wasting ta get out si the Ray case sis.ce early 1*771 * hut I^haven't, 

X wfiF. * t, sag. honorably X can't. The re&l ^nasties has nethmg ts fe© with tig fersins « i-t a*us 


ts do with. « 5 uittera s these wk© copped ©ut safe stayed eut. And if yeu focus ©a Aping s£hs- 
thiag about secrecy, if only feacuaantiag its exposure, yeu can't laave Jia eut *f a najcr 
rele b*. c.« us® he alsiic lias bswsa. ef real ncly om this® Take tlixs litsmlxy, jslgr&s®. Aid ail 
those yeu cau cite fma yukii satie-K. together, Kultihly by a kunor©*. 3S.& it totals such, 
stash lesa than Jin jsus feanc. 


Hew I fees' t know hew you c tm As this an* satisfy thss cowards in your profession 
whe left their responsibilities ti Jls anfe ts®. Unless yeu at ares.' ths Irtigatian ant its 
results. For prefsssis&al historians ;:hc abdicated their respeitsihilities as histe-rians 
safe as citiscas? 

(hna. is ease yeu. srs unaware, yrefesser, w© — laostly Jin — have just ©slaihliahefe 
& legal precedent n,saia.st secrecy.) 


These arc *iy thoughts, sene of then, ©a resting your letter, Perhaps i will not 
recall then after J read your piece. H&yW i'll then fin* then net warranted. hut I &s> 
take the tine t© set tines ©ut net only in fai.ir.esB he a in aJi* ©tiicra whs can't he cite* hy 
refeience ts W®ks, the way you l&sterisuis kirns «f rewriting hiatsiy, hut t© am y»u 
against what you any Inter regards as ssnothisg less than yeu vealfe prefer t© have done* 


I'll alec he surprise* if ysu fee not fin* ssare an doing something oboul this 
sesresy in whitewash IV than in all that has been publishes, te sat®, he will he* 
then @ut 0 ®©n, if J.i& has u«t yet sent yeu as. eshsrgo®i. ©spy. I ass r>ti 
tine, trying to sell the ancillary rfgfatc s» *ifc c-an at least begin t© 

This was the reaa»R far tafesy’s guesst. 


S.S. 


wnaing 

, id. til s© little 

'3gv off the less.. 


The kisual truth is that ns puhliuk®*. writer has feme anything u»©ut secrecy except 
igstais erihheA what lie asLAed t© the- 5 aperhs.de ef his Aiehsaest work sbA even Sylvia 
repay the cast ef sterexiag ef what 1 did get far her. 


X itea't knew hew y»u es» cite the tmpublisheA Paul Modi. Vihile f®r peroenal an* 
ethical reasons X have kedeea off with kin entire iy, the plain fact is that he a law 
has maie asre effort t® fee sanetkifig constructive about secrecy than all the other writers 
c anbiiied. He simple rrshlan for n historian, huh? 

Two atreBg rncesnamfeatienst don’t do anything until you have read the two new 
books suife don't gorssit, l©ave alsaa ask, ^is t® critieiae until after the rebuttal arguments 
are filofe ia tha Re.y case, lie has tes nueh ts feo that aebofey else can fee and it is issre 
iispsrtant tliaa. the rising sf aa historical review, 

X As heps that after reading yeur work I oaa. givs you *®re cesfert. What I’ve said 
is true regardless ef y«ur apsroach or ceatasat. AM ysu ar® treading la & histerian&s 
^uagnirs, I wsulfe set ha faithful ts friendship net ts wars you in advance. 

Were I you I* a net he cenesmefe ahsut whether I satisfies. *gay infeivifeual «r my 
prafessisnal aslleagues. y concern would be sstisfyiag- sayself. 


hopefully. 



